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Quite so, and if ever the singer imagines himself using a mere
spell, instead of calling to his help a mighty Person, the
Christian is open to the same condemnation. But unhappily
with the coming of Theosophy the endemic Indian idea of the
mantram^ already triumphant in the Later A vesta,1 has been
fitted with a new 'scientific' justification. The vibrations in
the air set up by the holy words have power to destroy evil.
Parsis must choose. If this purely materialistic view of the
action of the formulae is adopted, the other must go; and evil
becomes a thing which mere mechanical processes can destroy.
Against such a view of sin Christianity raises its most
emphatic protest. Sin is not the omission of some petty detail
in a rite, or the breach of a priestly commandment. How can
men think that the great God cares for any worship but that
of the sincere heart? God enacts no precise and elaborate
rules to stiffen our communion with Him : we might as well
force a set speech and gesture on a little child sitting upon his
father's knee. Earthly courts are full of minute ceremonial,
by which the aloofness which heightens reverence for a sym-
bolic institution is increased. And yet the King of England
wins his people's loyalty most when he breaks all rules of
etiquette and greets some humble subject as a man. No
prophet ever invented ceremonial. It has its place, if only it
is kept in its place; but to make breaches of priest-made
ceremonial into sin, on a level with breaches of moral law, is
debasing the currency of religious language.

Zarathushtra himself stands incomparably nearer to the
New Testament. Evil is for him a deadly enemy, to be
fought with unwearied earnestness and the weapon of pure
thought, word, and deed. He has therefore grasped something
of the Christian law which makes sin a much deeper evil
than the mere acting, saying, or thinking what is wrong. All
through the New Testament sin is mainly the failure to
achieve a positive command, the categorical imperative of
love. He who neglects an opportunity of feeding the hungry,

1 Pp. 60, 89 ff.